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In response to the official action issued October 4, 2002, please consider the 
following comments. The Examiner rejected claims 1-10, 13, 14, 17, 19 and 20 under 35 U. S. 
C. § 102. The Examiner relied upon Hastings U. S. Patent 4,739,935 (hereinafter Hastings) to 

support this rejection. 

However, claim 1, from which the remaining rejected claims depend either 
directly or indirectly, specifically recites "[a] high voltage cable including a fiber core, a first 
layer of an electrically relatively non-insulative polymer, a second layer of an electrically 
relatively non-conductive polymer, a third layer of an electrically relatively non-insulative 
polymer, a fourth layer including a metal braid shield, and a fifth layer including a relatively 
solvent- and abrasive-resistant polymer jacket." Hastings' fiber core 40, is surrounded by wound 
insulative polyester thread 42, and a carbon-loaded layer 44 having a resistivity of 10 -10 0-cm, 



• 



preferably 10 7 fl-cm. Thus, the construction of the first two layers 42, 44 around the core 40 of 
Hastings' cable 20 is the opposite of the claimed construction. Accordingly, the 35 U. S. C. § 
102 rejection of claims 1-10, 13, 14, 17, 19 and 20 is overcome. Nor is there any suggestion of 
the desirability of reversing Hastings' layers 42 and 44, since Hastings' layer 42 is intended to be 
the improvement of Hastings, designed to reduce the likelihood that broken ends of the very fine 
fibers of Hastings' core 40 will poke out and form undesirable high voltage gradients with the 
potential for electrical stress and corona discharge degradation of the remaining layers of 
Hastings' cable 20 structure. 



Examiner relied upon Hastings to support this rejection. For at least the reasons noted above, 
explaining a significant deficiency in the teachings of Hastings, Hastings neither discloses nor 
suggests the combinations claimed in claims 1 1, 12, 15, 16 and 18 which depend either directly 
or indirectly from claim 1 . 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that his claims 1-20 are in condition for favorable 
consideration, culminating in allowance. Such action is respectfully requested. 

Please charge any fees which may be necessary to constitute this a timely 
response to the October 4, 2002 official action, or credit any overpayment, to Applicant's 
undersigned counsel's deposit account 10-0435 with reference to our file 3030-69081. A 
duplicate copy of this authorization is enclosed. Accordingly, Applicant submits that this 
application is in condition for favorable consideration, culminating in allowance. Such action is 
respectfully requested. 



The Examiner rejected claims 1 1, 12, 15, 16 and 18 under 35 U. S. C. § 103. The 
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